Using data from 341 female and 237 male college students that were collected previously (Fischer, G. Z, Archives of Sexual Behavior, 15, 457-466, 1986) 
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developed a 32-item attitudes toward rape scale consisting of items about the act, the victim, and the offender. Based on eigenvalues greater than 1.0 from a principal-components analysis, eight factors were extracted and labeled. Many of these items have been called rape myth beliefs (e.g., Costin, 1985) . Costin (1985) used seven of Feild's (1978) items, reworked nine others, and added four. A principal-components analysis yielded three factors. The first, which loaded on eight items and accounted for 64% of the variance, appeared to be Feild's (1978) first factor, "women's responsibility for rape." Costin (1985) labeled the second factor (two items) "role of consent" and the third factor (five items) "rapist's role and motivation." However, none of the 20 items in Costin's (1985) scales refer to date rape or to behavior on a date.
Burt (1980) compiled a 14-item rape myth acceptance scale (RMA; Cronbach's a = .875), but only 1 of the 14 items refers to behavior on a date. Burt (1980) related RMA scores to a 6-item "acceptance of interpersonal violence" scale (Cronbach's a = .586), a 9-item "adversarial sexual beliefs" scale (Cronbach's c~ = .802), a 10-item "sexual conservatism" scale (Cronbach's ~ = .811), and a 9-item "sex role stereotyping" scale (Cronbach's ~ = .800). Koralewski and Conger (1992) used all of Burt's (1980) scales but found that only scores on the attitudes toward interpersonal violence scale discriminated 14 college males who admitted having engaged in forced intercourse from 21 males who had engaged in lesser forms of sexually coercive activity and 29 who had not engaged in any sexually coercive acts. Again, none of the items on this scale involve interpersonal violence on a date. Dull and Giacopassi (1987) attempted to develop an attitudes toward rape scale. A principal-components analysis of their 15-item scale showed two factors. They labeled the five items loading on one factor "attitudes toward sex and dating." Five other items loading on the second factor were labeled "attitudes toward rape and date rape." However, only two of the five items on the latter scale mention date rape. Neither scale reliabilities nor gender differences were addressed.
Date or acquaintance rape is very much less likely to be reported than stranger rape. When reported, charges are unlikely to be made, and if made, juries are unlikely to convict. This is all the more serious, since date or acquaintance rape is far more common than stranger rape. Given the prevalence of date or acquaintance rape, the development of an attitudes toward date rape scale and rigorous investigation based on measurement theory is desirable. As indicated previously, existing, commonly used scales do not address date rape and are not based on measurement theory. The purposes of the present study were to describe the development of an attitudes toward date rape scale, summarize data on its predictive utility, and address scale reliability and validity. Such a scale was developed initially by Giarusso, Johnson, Goodchilds, and Zellman (1979) . They asked high-school students, "Is it all right if a male holds a female down and physically forces her to engage in sexual intercourse?" (yes or no), followed
